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unfettered, but it will be exercised in favour of the petitioner
only in exceptional cases, as, for instance, when the possible
methods of substituted service are likely to be ineffective.1
The jurisdiction of the court over a co-respondent, guilty
tbn over 0£ ac[ultery with a married woman, is wider than it is over the
C°d^StPnot immediate parties to a suit for divorce, for it extends to every
based on persOn,   other  than  a  foreign  sovereign,   regardless  of his
°micl nationality, domicil or residence, provided that the petitioner
and respondent are themselves domiciled in England.2 The
co-respondent cannot claim to be dismissed from the suit on the
ground that he is not domiciled in England, though, of course,
if it should happen that he is resident abroad without possessing
any assets in this country a judgment for damages given against
him may be ineffective.
The Matrimonial Causes Act, 1950,3 provides that a hus-
band may, on a petition for divorce or for judicial separation or
for damages only, claim damages from any person on the ground
of adultery with the wife of the petitioner. Such a claim is to be
tried on the same principles as actions for criminal conversation
were tried under the law before iS^y.4 These actions were
merely personal claims for a wrong, not complicated by ques-
tions of status,5 and therefore a husband, so far as regards
his right to sue the alleged adulterer in England for damages
simplidter^ is in the same position as any other plaintiff in tort.
If he has divorced his wife for adultery in the country of his
foreign domicil, he may, notwithstanding that he is neither
domiciled nor resident in England, maintain an action in the
High Court to recover damages from the adulterer.6
ngtfshiaw   [chattf nf t^lw. The questions that arise in a suit for divorce
Exciusivdy Pr°Perty brought in this country are governed exclusively by
in English English law. This decides whether there is good cause for
suit divorce, and determines the form of relief and the conditions
upon which the decree will be made. Any other legal system,
such as the law under which the parties married, or their lex
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